Housing Discrimination

Sample Multiple Choice Questions #2:  
Answers and Comments
Correct answers in Times Roman bold.  My explanations are in Times Roman Italics.

(7) All of the following are true of the opinion in Kramarsky except:
(a) The court explicitly relies on the demographics of the building to determine that the landlord did not exclude the plaintiff because of her race or marital status.
(b) It only applies to the New York Human Rights Law.
(c) The court explicitly relies on common sense to determine that the landlord did not exclude the plaintiff because of her sex. The court never explains why it believes this.
(d) The court says that it is not unlawful in the jurisdiction to exclude an applicant because the landlord believes that person will be a “source of trouble.”
(8) All of the following are true of the opinion in Marina Point except:

(a) The court says that a landlord cannot exclude tenants based on personal experience or statistics. 
(b) The court says that the landlord cannot evict families because their children have engaged in destructive behavior. This would be an example of the permitted use of individualized conduct.
(c) The court finds that the California legislature intended the list of categories in the Unruh Act to be inclusive.
(d) The court rejects the argument that a policy is lawful so long as it has a rational basis. 
(9) Looking at Marina Point and Kramarsky together, which of the following is true?

(a) Under both cases, a landlord cannot exclude bald tenants based on a belief that they throw wild parties.  Kramarsky says the contrary.
(b) Under both cases, the landlord cannot evict families just because they have children.  Family Status is not protected by the New York statute
(c) Under both cases, the result in Kramarsky clearly would be the same.. It is quite possible that the Marina Point court would find the Kramarsky landlord’s reliance on the appliant’s form of occupation to be arbitrary.
(d) None of the above. 

(10) In Shapiro, which of the following findings-of-fact were affirmed by the court of appeals?

(a) Shapiro was disabled. 

(b) There was a shortage of street parking near the building. 

(c)  Shapiro’s condition could not be remedied by the use of a catheter.

(d) All of the above. 
(11) Which of the following is true of the opinion in Shapiro?

(a) The court adopted the standards for reasonable accommodation used in Title VII, It specifically rejected this argument
(b The court relied on the fact that one of the parking spaces in the building was being used by the mother of one of the tenants.

(c)  The court found that the plaintiff’s interest in the parking space outweighed the interests of the other tenants. The court never explicitly did this kind of balancing.
(d) None of the above. 
(12) The opinion in Shapiro relied on all of the following authorities to support its decision, except:

(a) Lines of cases regarding seniority rights.  It specifically rejected this argument
(b) The HUD regulation that provides an example of a “reasonable accommodation”.

(c)  The legislative history of the FHAA.

(d) §3604(f)(3)(B).
(13) The opinion in Freer relied on all of the following to support its decision, except:

(a) There was no  evidence that the proposed ramp would significantly interfere with traffic. 
(b) The alternative ramp suggested by the defendant was too steep.
(c) The meaning of “fundamental alteration” in that context. It never defines “fundamental alteration”.
(d) The proposed ramp could be disassembled in three hours.  
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